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price was deferred. And to any who still objected that
some payment onglit to be made for the loss of time in wait-
ing for the price, the canonists replied that time was common
property, and ought not to be sold.

The argument based on this distinction had appeared
comparatively early; in the Decrefum it is attributed to S.
Ghrysostoin. But it will be worth while here to quote it in
the shape in which it was stated by Aquinas, from whom it
was taken and commented upon by all the later theologians
and legists.

" To take usury for a loan of money is in itself unjust:
for it is to sell what does not exist, which is an inequality,
and therefore an injustice. To understand this, it must be
known that there are some things whose use consists in the
consuming of them, as when we consume wine by drinking
it, or corn by eating it. In articles of this kind, therefore,
the use of the thing must not be reckoned separately from
the thing itself; he who is given the use is thereby given
the thing. And accordingly in lending a thing of this
kind, all the rights of ownership are handed over. If there-
fore a man wanted to sell wine and the use of the wine
apart from one another, he would be either selling the
same thing twice (meaning that the use is the wine), or
would be selling what did not exist. Wherefore he would
manifestly be committing injustice and sinning. For the
same reason, he would commit injustice who lent wine
or corn, seeking for himself two rewards, the restitution of an
equal amount of the article, and also a payment for its use,
called usury.

" But there are some things, the use of which is not in the
consuming of them; thus the use of a house is to dwell in it,
not to destroy it. And, accordingly, in cases of this kind the
two things can be granted separately, as when a man